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our regulation, are a spirit of litigation which   our judicial establishments cannot meet, and a morality certainly deteriorated."
- As with the judicial system, so with regard to person and property. Protection was so inadequate that as stated in an article in The Friend of India (Aug. 28, 1851) "no man of property . . . can retire to rest with the certainty that he shall not be robbed of it before morning." Small wonder that Governor-General Lord Bentinck admitted that "our administration had, in all its branches, revenue, judicial and police, been a failure." This was uttered in the first half of the nineteenth century.
Because of the gross ignorance on the part of the civilised world regarding the facts discussed at such length, we have quoted somewhat lengthily from sources whose testimony, coming as it does from the British camp, cannot be questioned. British publicists continue in their efforts to mislead the public mind by affirming that England rescued India from a state of widespread anarchy and confusion, and by conferring upon her, for the first time in her history, a settled government, saved her from herself. During her many centuries of political development, India was undoubtedly as good, and as bad, as the other evolving nations on the face of Mother Earth. She prospered under her beneficent rulers, and suffered under her bad ones. She had her periods of progress as well as of stagnation. She had times of peace as well as of war. Her rulers were by no means immaculate. Her people were not always happy. They faced tyranny and oppression as often as good government and orderly justice. Were a chart of Indian politics for the past three thousand years to be compiled, it might be found that her eras of peace and prosperity perhaps exceeded those of any other country in the world. It is futile to pass judgment upon the India of the sixteenth century from the pinnacle of twentieth century standards.
Even now there are native states in India which are admittedly better governed than British India. In several of them the rulers have introduced compulsory universal education, have established representative institutions and, last but not least, have started industries of their own to give employment to their subjects.
Dr. H. A. L. Fisher, the Minister of Education in the Lloyd George Cabinet, says in his book The Empire and the Future, '"My impression is that the inhabitants of a well governed native state are on the whole happier and more contented than the inhabitants of British India. They are more lightly taxed; the pace of the administration is less urgent and exacting; their sentiment is gratified by the splendour of a native court and by the dominion of an Indian Government. They feel that they do things for them-rselves instead of having everything done for them by a cold and .alien benevolence." [Italics mine. L.R.] We are sorry that consi-